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in Wyoming. At every one of the hear-
ings I did, I had somebody come and 
say: I cannot get the drugs I need. 

I would say: You are a veteran, aren’t 
you? 

They would say: Yes. How did you 
know? 

Well, I knew because the Medicare 
Part D part was not in operation yet, 
and the Government was negotiating 
prices on veterans health. The only 
way you can do that is to say what 
ones are going to be acceptable or get 
the similar ones to bid against each 
other, which means some of them are 
not going to be available. That is ex-
actly what happened. So sometimes 
when the Government gets involved, 
they limit what you can do. That is the 
problem with Government-run health 
care. 

I promise to work hard to make sure 
everyone is not forced into a Govern-
ment plan. My plan gives every Amer-
ican the choice to pick the insurance 
card they want. Now, there are some 
things we have to do with insurance 
companies, too. But that plan that 
they pick can be the one that best fits 
their needs. Every American will have 
the choice to discuss their care with 
their doctor and decide which plan is 
best for them. This plan puts the pa-
tient first. This plan gives patients 
control over their own health care. 

Another important part, this plan is 
affordable. It is not free. It is not free— 
people do not appreciate things that 
are free—but it is affordable. It needs 
to be affordable, and it is affordable. 
Sometimes if things are free, people do 
not think it does anything. Now, there 
are a lot of details on my Web site 
about how this plan redistributes the 
tax breaks that are currently only 
going to the people whose employers 
are giving them health insurance 
cards. And it makes sure all Americans 
get the tax breaks. 

This plan also reduces the cost of 
health care. Right now, a lot of rules 
are in place that prohibit groups of 
businesses from getting together and 
pooling their purchasing power so they 
can negotiate better deals on insurance 
cards. They can get a bigger pool by 
going across State lines, and you have 
to have a bigger one if you are going to 
negotiate with the insurance compa-
nies. Where they have been able to do 
it in high-population States, within 
their State, it has worked. Those same 
groups have said: Let’s expand out a 
little further. 

First of all, we get a whole lot more 
people covered, and we will get lower 
rates. So it does not make sense if they 
cannot go across State lines and get 
these bigger groups—meaning if a 
group of shoe store owners in Wyoming 
want to get together with shoe store 
owners in Montana and Colorado and 
band together so they can negotiate 
greater discounts on health insurance, 
we ought to allow them to do so. That 
is what one of the steps does. 

Now, the plan also recognizes our 
changing workforce. It provides real 

options for people to take their insur-
ance card with them when they change 
jobs. No one would be trapped in a job 
just because their loved one or they 
need particular health insurance. Right 
now, under the system, if they move to 
another business, they are probably 
going to have a preexisting condition 
that will not be covered. It definitely 
will not be covered for a period of time, 
but it may not be covered at all. If you 
want to provide real choices, then you 
should also have the choice to keep the 
coverage you have, even if you do not 
keep your current job. 

Now, to reiterate, this plan gives 
every American a health insurance 
card. This plan puts patients first. This 
plan puts the people in control of their 
own health care. This plan lets doctors 
and patients make decisions about 
what care they need and receive. And 
this plan lets you choose the health 
care you need. 

It is in steps, and it is evolutionary, 
not revolutionary. There are some 
ideas around here that are not included 
in the 10 steps that are great ideas. 
They are just such a quantum leap that 
they take people out of insurance who 
currently have insurance who like the 
insurance they have. Those people are 
going to be very skeptical about having 
us change to such a revolutionary sys-
tem that they lose what they have 
now. So we have to do it in steps. We 
can get to where every plan here—I am 
talking about those as the 11th and 
12th steps—can work together. 

So I am encouraging everybody to 
take a look at them. They are sensible 
proposals we could have enacted long 
ago, and I am disappointed this body 
has not made progress on any of these 
issues to impact every American. I 
hope we turn to these issues the first 
thing this year and enact real reform. 

The Americans deserve more than 
politics. They deserve results. I think a 
surprising thing, sometimes when you 
look at the debate that we do not fin-
ish up around here, they even expect 
results. We need to meet those expecta-
tions. 

Before I leave the floor, I would also 
like to address another aspect of health 
care. It is one that often does not get 
enough attention; that is, mental 
health. 

I am concerned we were unable to 
move forward on the bipartisan legisla-
tion to revamp the Substance Abuse 
and Mental Health Services, or 
SAMHSA. While I am hopeful we can 
complete our work on this key legisla-
tion early this year, it is unfortunate 
we were unable to address it last year. 

As part of that debate, I hope we will 
leave the discussion on charitable 
choice for the Senate floor—as we have 
done in the past—so all Members can 
engage, if they want to, and so we can 
get it out of committee. I know Sen-
ators have strong opinions about this 
provision, and I do believe that the 
best debate on it will be on the Senate 
floor. It is critical that Congress turn 
immediately to these issues. They will 

help every American have a healthier 
and happier new year, not only this 
year, but for many years to come. 

Our work is cut out for us. We can do 
it. We can do it in a way that people 
will appreciate. We can do it in a way 
where there is common ground across 
the aisle. I am committed to work on 
that. I hope others will join me on it 
and help us do something. As my con-
stituent said, do something, even if it 
is wrong. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
f 

ECONOMIC STIMULUS 
Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 

rise to speak about our need to move 
swiftly on the stimulus package. We 
are responding obviously to a bipar-
tisan package that has come out of the 
Finance Committee. I believe we 
should work on a bipartisan basis, be-
cause we are in tough economic times, 
to hurry and get this package done. 
Doing the right thing means doing the 
right thing for seniors, for disabled vet-
erans, for consumers, for business. It 
means getting real dollars pumped 
back into the economy now and not 
continuing to play a time-consuming 
game, going back and forth. 

I know the House and the adminis-
tration rapidly put together a package 
and it garnered wide bipartisan sup-
port, and I applaud their efforts for 
doing that. Likewise, Chairman BAU-
CUS and Ranking Member GRASSLEY 
also initiated quick, bipartisan action 
in the Senate Finance Committee, and 
the bill was reported out, and Senator 
REID has brought that bill before the 
full Senate. I urge my colleagues to 
keep pace with the President’s request 
for timely action and to support send-
ing the Finance Committee bill to the 
House so we can quickly move to con-
ference and resolve whatever dif-
ferences there are, so we can move a 
package to the President’s desk we can 
be proud of. 

Our goal is to act on policies that 
will stimulate the economy now and 
over the next 12 months. We should not 
lose sight of that goal. I know many of 
my colleagues like to talk about other 
proposals that may be stimulative in 
the long run, but for me the focus 
should be—and I think for my col-
leagues—on that which is truly going 
to be stimulative over the next 12 
months. 

The Finance Committee package 
makes significant improvements to the 
House bill. I think they are important 
aspects that strengthen our efforts on 
stimulus. The Finance Committee bill 
makes sure that 20 million low-income 
seniors and 250,000 disabled veterans 
are eligible for a stimulus rebate—a 
critical aspect to correct. Now I don’t 
think the House of Representatives in-
tended to leave these folks behind, and 
I think we can simply send a message 
to the House and the President that we 
know they support including these in-
dividuals as well. 
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By making sure that seniors qualify 

for these payments, in my State, over 
800,000 Washingtonians will be helped, 
and over 93,000 disabled veterans and 
their families. So we are talking about 
a large percentage of the population. 
These people live on fixed incomes, and 
it is essential we provide them the eco-
nomic assistance they deserve. I do 
want to congratulate Senators LINCOLN 
and SNOWE for highlighting the fact 
that the House bill failed to help these 
individuals—disabled veterans—and 
worked to correct this in the Finance 
Committee package. 

The Finance Committee package also 
improves upon the House bill by in-
cluding a modest temporary extension 
of the stimulative energy tax credit 
and investment provisions. Some may 
ask: Are these energy provisions stimu-
lative? Let me respond clearly: Extend-
ing these provisions is critical to the 
prevention of billions of dollars of in-
vestment loss and thousands of jobs 
lost in 2008. We need to act quickly or 
we are going to not only lose out on a 
positive economic stimulus that can be 
upwards of $20 billion, but people will 
start cancelling projects that are in 
critical areas of investment simply be-
cause we have not given them the pre-
dictability of the Tax Code. 

This bill includes a 1-year extension 
of expiring clean energy and efficiency 
tax credits that will help consumers 
and businesses make stimulative in-
vestment decisions in 2008, and it hap-
pens to address one of the most press-
ing needs—energy costs—that are caus-
ing impact to our economy today. Ex-
tending this package of incentives now 
will enable companies to go forward 
with more renewable investments in 
wind and solar which are currently on 
hold now because they are waiting for 
the certainty of the Tax Code. 

I wish to show my colleagues an ex-
ample of what uncertainty does for our 
investment. Historically, the produc-
tion tax credits have been renewed at 
various points in time. When Congress 
has failed to give predictability—and 
this chart shows the megawatt produc-
tion, the years we failed to provide cer-
tainty—we actually saw a 93-percent 
drop in 2000. In 2001 when we failed to 
get certainty again, we saw a 73-per-
cent drop in production, and in 2004 we 
saw a 77-percent drop in production 
again. What this chart shows us is that 
in 2007, we are off to a great year as it 
relates to production, and the produc-
tion tax credit and the alternative en-
ergy that we are producing. 

As I said, 2000 shows almost $20 bil-
lion in stimulation to our economy by 
our investment in energy. That helps 
us lower energy costs and certainly 
puts more production into the mix. But 
if we fail to give the businesses the pre-
dictability we are going to extend 
these tax credits, those investments 
aren’t going to be made. 

The American Wind Energy Associa-
tion estimates that the extension of 
the production tax credit will enable $7 
billion in capital spending to go for-

ward over the next 12 months, thanks 
to projects and contracts that will be 
executed as planned rather than de-
layed because of uncertainty of the 
place-in-service date. That is, by say-
ing the projects have to be in place by 
the end of this year does not give them 
the predictability of continuing to 
make the investment. We have been 
told by just one appliance manufac-
turer that they will not give the go- 
ahead on $30 million in investment in 
2008 to put new energy efficiency appli-
ances into production unless the tax 
credit is extended. That production 
line won’t be cost-effective without it. 
That is what they tell us. 

Also, the extension of the investment 
tax credit for solar, for example, means 
that one large grocery store chain in 
the United States would—if they got 
the credit—inject an additional $30 
million into the economy by following 
through on their plan to retrofit more 
stores with solar panels in 2008. Each 
solar conversion of those stores puts $2 
million into the economy, into manu-
facturing and installation of those 
solar panels. The Federal investment 
credit is key to whether they move for-
ward with their investment, or whether 
they stop or slow down. Overall, the 
solar industry estimates that up to 
40,000 new jobs will be lost in the next 
12 months if we don’t extend the in-
vestment credit. At this time in our 
economy, why should we be sacrificing 
high-quality jobs because we aren’t 
giving certainty predictability? 

Let me give an example. In my own 
State, someone called our office today 
who is the president of Wellons, Inc., in 
Vancouver, WA. For more than 40 years 
Wellons has been a leader in providing 
wood-fired energy systems, lumber- 
dried kilns, and related products to the 
forest industry. Wellons has four to six 
projects and maybe many more that 
are ready to go, and yet a key to all 
these projects moving forward is cer-
tainty about the production tax credit. 
If the production tax credits aren’t ex-
tended, these projects can’t go forward, 
and as the president of that organiza-
tion told my office: 

Every project I have hinges on the produc-
tion tax credit. If they aren’t extended, we 
will start having to lay off some of the 500 
employees in the company. 

So we have to act quickly. There are 
many other States that will be im-
pacted besides mine. A report that was 
released today by Navigant Consulting 
found that over 100,000 jobs are at risk. 
In fact, their report shows State by 
State that due to a lack of production 
tax credit—Texas, for example, 23,000 
jobs could be at stake; Colorado, 10,000 
jobs; Illinois, 8,000—and I am not giving 
the exact number here; I am rounding 
them up or down—Oregon, 7,000 jobs; 
Minnesota, 6,000; my home State of 
Washington, 4,744; and the list goes on. 
Iowa, North Dakota, Oklahoma; Penn-
sylvania will lose 1,500 plus jobs; Cali-
fornia, nearly 1,000 jobs; Missouri, 
nearly 1,000 jobs, and on and down the 
list. 

So the question is whether we are 
going to act to pass what is a bipar-
tisan Senate bill that improves on the 
House package—it improves on the 
House package including seniors, in-
cluding disabled veterans, in making 
sure we are clear about who—in fact, 
that legal citizens get access to these 
rebate checks, and to make sure we are 
truly making the best decision about 
stimulative investment. 

Now, I wish that last year we could 
have had some of these things pass and 
having some clarity. But it is clear 
that the House of Representatives and 
the White House see this differently. 
So it is very important that we take 
the opportunity now to get this invest-
ment strategy right. Doing these tax 
credits at the end of this year is not 
sufficient to keeping investment. If we 
don’t, 2008 is going to look more like 
2004. That is that in 2008, people will 
cancel projects, stop production, we 
won’t have the energy produced in the 
marketplace. 

This is a large opportunity for us. It 
is a large opportunity to give busi-
nesses—and I should say it also gives 
consumers—an opportunity to get 
about $500 from a tax rebate for their 
consumer energy investments into 
products that will help them keep their 
energy costs down, and the estimates 
are that individual consumers, besides 
the $500 rebate they will get, will prob-
ably save between $600 and $800 on en-
ergy savings. Those are the kinds of 
things we want to do. We want to see 
2008 look even more aggressive from a 
stimulative perspective than 2007. We 
want people to be aggressive in this 
area because not only will it create 
jobs, not only will it create economic 
stimulus now, but it will help con-
sumers on the key impact they are 
feeling in this economic hardship of 
high energy costs. The more produc-
tion you get into place, that produc-
tion helps us in lowering energy costs. 
Getting more alternative energy pro-
duction helps us in impacting the cost 
of natural gas, because you have an al-
ternative product in the marketplace. 
It helps us in getting other supply. It 
certainly is supply that is there for the 
long run. I don’t think anybody thinks 
we are ever going to change the direc-
tion we are currently seeing on high 
energy costs, so getting the long-term 
production in place is also a good idea. 

But I urge my colleagues to think 
clearly about this choice we are going 
to have; that is, to improve upon the, I 
am sure, unintended consequences the 
House had in their package by clari-
fying that seniors and veterans deserve 
to have these benefits, and that these 
production tax credits and investments 
are smart investments to give business 
predictability and will be stimulative 
to our economy. Certainly by ignoring 
that, we are at peril of making our 
problems worse. So I encourage my col-
leagues to support this Finance Com-
mittee package that has come out in a 
bipartisan way and move quickly with 
the House to resolve these issues. It is 
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the quickest path forward to getting a 
bill to the President and getting 
checks into consumers’ hands. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-

SON OF FLORIDA). The Senator from 
Louisiana is recognized. 

TRIBUTE TO RUPERT FLORENCE RICHARDSON 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I rise 

to pay tribute to a very important 
Louisianan, and really a great leader of 
our Nation, who passed away recently. 
I come to the floor in her memory, to 
pause for just a moment and to remem-
ber this great lady. 

Thursday, January 24, Louisiana and 
the Nation lost a powerful advocate for 
justice, equality, and opportunity. Ru-
pert Florence Richardson was truly a 
heroine of the civil rights movement, 
who battled throughout her life not 
only to realize the dream of equal op-
portunity and a colorblind society, but 
she fought every day that I knew her 
for decent jobs, adequate health care, 
quality health care, and equal opportu-
nities in education for all children. 

During more than half a century of 
work and devotion to the civil rights 
movement, and to public service gen-
erally, Rupert Richardson rose into na-
tional prominence as one of the longest 
serving board members of the NAACP, 
serving from 1992 to 1995 as national 
head. Prior to that, she served that 
prestigious organization for 7 years as 
vice president and also 16 years as the 
president of the Louisiana chapter. 

Rupert Richardson was a mother, a 
teacher, a nurse, a sought-after speak-
er, and a leader always. She had an ex-
traordinary voice and presence, a real-
ly big and wonderful heart, she was a 
great intellect, and she had a passion 
for people. She was fondly known as 
the grand dame of the NAACP and was 
beloved by many in the NAACP civil 
rights family. 

To us at home, you could always see 
Rupert coming because of her hats of 
various shapes, sizes and colors—quite 
decorative—which was her signature 
trademark. She was a vibrant spirit, 
always busy, working, and always gen-
erous to those around her. 

Rupert served many years in Baton 
Rouge and was no stranger to our Na-
tion’s Capital. She was born in Texas 
and moved to Lake Charles, LA, as an 
infant. That is where she will be buried 
tomorrow. For more than 30 years, Ru-
pert served Louisiana in many spheres 
of influence, and she will be fondly re-
membered and respectfully remem-
bered. It was truly a life of service. Her 
family, her friends, her sorority sisters, 
and particularly the civil rights family 
in America owe a great deal to this 
great heroine of civil rights. 

I am happy to come to the floor of 
the Senate to remember Rupert Rich-
ardson, to speak of her, and to remind 
all of us of her great contribution. She 
will be missed very much. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
rise today to speak about the economic 
stimulus package that is now under 
consideration by the full Senate and 
specifically to address the crucial issue 
of how this package affects our senior 
citizens. I am particularly glad to be 
delivering these remarks on an occa-
sion when my distinguished colleague 
from Florida is occupying the chair be-
cause I know of the extraordinary ef-
forts he dedicates in this Chamber on 
behalf of the citizens of his home State 
of Florida. Like Florida, Rhode Island 
is a State that has a significant senior 
population, and so the welfare of those 
seniors and the effect on them of this 
economic stimulus is a matter of great 
concern to both of us. 

I want to tell a quick story. Not long 
ago, at one of the community dinners I 
give around the State of Rhode Island 
to get input from people, to have a 
chance to meet folks in our local com-
munities, to have them have a chance 
to talk with me, and for me to have a 
chance to hear their stories, a young 
man named Travis attended, and he 
told me a story about his grandmother. 

His grandmother is a lovely woman. 
She lives in Woonsocket, RI. 
Woonsocket is a historic and beautiful 
city in Rhode Island but a city that has 
faced, for a long time, economic chal-
lenges. His grandmother is in her nine-
ties, and she still lived in the three- 
story tenement, on her own, that she 
had lived in all her life in Woonsocket. 

In Rhode Island, there are a lot of 
buildings where there are three apart-
ments, one on top of the other—three- 
deckers—and she lived on the top floor 
of one of those. God bless her, at age 90, 
she was able to walk up and down those 
stairs every day, and she did, to go out 
and do her errands, to visit with her 
grandson, and to go about her life. She 
was fit, and she was proud of her inde-
pendence. It is not easy to go up and 
down those stairs every day, but she 
did it. She liked to live alone. She was 
proud of being independent her whole 
life and wanted to remain independent. 

One day, she went down the stairs 
from that third-story tenement, and 
she walked out, as she often did, to 
visit her pharmacist, to pick up the 
prescriptions she requires to maintain 
her health. Everything was just as 
usual, until she got to the pharmacy. 
She discovered that this was not a 
usual day. She was told by the phar-
macist that she had fallen into the 
doughnut hole—the terrible coverage 
gap in the Part D Medicare prescrip-
tion drug program. She hadn’t seen it 
coming. She was blindsided, caught 
completely by surprise. You can imag-
ine what was going through her mind 
when she was told she couldn’t pick up 
her drugs, that she couldn’t afford 
them. 

She went home to that third-floor 
tenement emptyhanded, without her 
prescriptions, and she walked back up 
those stairs. Frightened and alone, not 
sure what to do, she called Travis. For-
tunately, he was able to help. But 
without any help from her Part D in-
surance, she couldn’t afford to pay 
both her rent and that medicine. 

She was frightened. After years of 
living on her own, after holding on, 
really with a lot of courage and a lot of 
heart and a lot of determination, to 
that independence that meant so much 
to her, even if it meant walking up 
three flights of stairs every day, now 
she was going to lose that—not because 
of anything she had done wrong, not 
because of anything that had changed 
in her life, but because she had fallen 
into this trap that was set for her by 
this Congress when it built that hole 
into the prescription drug program. 

That call from his grandmother 
shook Travis pretty hard, and that is 
what brought him into my life. It was 
one of numerous stories I heard on the 
campaign trail from families who had 
to cope suddenly with watching a sen-
ior fall into that coverage gap. 

On another occasion, I was coming 
out of a speech I was giving, and a fel-
low stopped me on the way out and we 
talked for a while. He said: You know, 
I really want you to fix this prescrip-
tion drug thing, and I want to tell you 
why. He said: I have a brother—this 
was a gentleman about my age. He 
said: I have a younger brother, now in 
his forties. He is severely disabled. He 
has serious mental challenges. He lives 
in a group home, and every week I go 
by and I take him out. I take him on an 
outing. I take him to the movies, to a 
ball game, or to walk around the mall, 
and I do it with $50. 

My mother gives me $50 every month 
to help take care of my brother. He 
said: She is elderly now. She had taken 
care of him all his life, but then he had 
to move into the group home, and now 
she is elderly herself, and there is not 
much she can do for her son. She still 
loves him deeply. She still cares for 
him very much. 

The one last thing she could do for 
this boy was to give her other son $50 
a month out of her very sparse re-
sources to take his brother on these 
outings. 

Now, he said, I have the $50. I am 
going to take my brother on these out-
ings anyway. That is not the issue. The 
issue is that my mom just fell in this 
doughnut hole and, he said, she can’t 
give me that $50 anymore, and it is 
breaking her heart to know that after 
all these years of caring for this boy 
and having this one last thing she 
could still do for him, she couldn’t do 
it any longer. He said: She feels like a 
failure. Her heart is broken. Please, 
you have to do something about this. 

That is an indication of how close so 
many Americans are to the edge, that 
this mother, whose most important ex-
penditure in her life is to be able to 
help that son and know she was still 
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doing something for him, and she 
couldn’t make that payment any 
longer because everything had to go to 
prescriptions and the basic necessities 
of just keeping alive. 

We have heard a lot of these stories. 
I know the distinguished Presiding Of-
ficer has heard these stories as he goes 
around Florida. 

As an aside, I think it is worth ob-
serving while we are here, what a 
shameful mistake—what a shameful 
mistake—this Congress made when it 
had the chance and it had the choice to 
close this terrible gap in this coverage 
for seniors and it chose not to. It chose 
not to so that it could give the wealthy 
pharmaceutical industry—one of the 
richest and most successful industries 
in the country—one of the fattest 
perks, one of the biggest benefits, one 
of the biggest insider deals that has 
ever come through this building— 
something almost unique in the annals 
of corporate special favors. What a 
racket. It gave them the ability to 
avoid having Medicare and Medicaid 
negotiate with them over the price of 
their pharmaceuticals. What a racket. 
And we did that. The extra cost that 
puts into that system means you have 
to maintain that hole and that seniors 
are going to fall into that trap over 
and over again. 

Well, that is a fight we are going to 
continue. I know the Senator from 
Florida feels strongly about it, I feel 
strongly about it, and many others feel 
strongly about that. It is wrong to 
have seniors such as Travis’s grand-
mother or the lady who can’t make her 
$50 contribution to help her son be the 
ones to lose and an industry making 
billions, which has everything it needs, 
win out over them. 

So now we have this stimulus pack-
age. Our Nation is confronting uncer-
tain economic times, and Congress is 
working diligently to try to put to-
gether a package to prevent us from 
sliding further into the Bush recession. 
However, when the initial agreement 
was announced between the adminis-
tration and the House of Representa-
tives, I was concerned—as the Senator 
from Florida was; we spoke about it— 
that many seniors, one of the groups 
who most need our help, were excluded 
from that deal. 

Most seniors, who rely on Social Se-
curity benefits and savings, do not pay 
income taxes, and they would not be el-
igible for an income tax rebate based 
on taxable income and delivered 
through the Internal Revenue Service. 
It just wouldn’t reach them. Indeed, 61 
percent of seniors who received Social 
Security benefits did not pay income 
taxes in 2006, the last year for which 
there is data. Sixty-one percent would 
have gotten nothing under that pack-
age. 

Well, today, more than 138,000 Rhode 
Islanders—to the Senator from a great 
big State such as Florida, that may not 
seem like a big number, but 138,000 in a 
State with a population of just 1 mil-
lion is a lot of people—138,000 Rhode Is-

landers over the age of 65 receive So-
cial Security benefits. 

It is not a big benefit, it is not a gen-
erous benefit. It averages $12,374 a 
year. Based on the national percentage 
of recipients who pay income tax, it 
means more than 84,000 Rhode Island-
ers would receive nothing under the 
House proposal, 84,000 Rhode Island 
seniors, zippo, nothing for them. 

Nationwide that number climbs to 
21.1 million seniors. More than 20 mil-
lion seniors would not receive a dime 
in tax rebates under the House bill. 
That is not fair. That is not fair. 

As long as we are putting funds out 
in the economy in order to stimulate 
the economy, we should make sure the 
program reaches fairly to different seg-
ments of the population and certainly 
not leave out seniors. Extending the re-
bate plan to seniors will give much- 
needed breathing room to so many sen-
iors who struggle every day to get by. 

But in addition to being more fair, it 
also makes economic sense. According 
to the Department of Labor, Americans 
over 65 are responsible for 14 percent of 
all consumer spending, and they spend 
an average of 92 percent of their in-
come every year. 

In 2006 alone, they purchased more 
than $800 billion in consumer goods. So 
if you are looking to push consumer 
spending, seniors are a good place. 
That data suggests any rebate we are 
able to provide seniors will provide the 
kind of stimulus our country needs. 

Furthermore, older Americans are 
more likely to spend the money they 
receive and to spend it on goods and 
services that will help our economy 
grow, and they will spend it sooner. 
They will spend it faster. As we all 
know, one of the key purposes of this 
stimulus is to put the stimulus into 
the economy quickly. 

In a Budget Committee hearing a few 
days ago, I asked Peter Orszag, Direc-
tor of the Congressional Budget Office, 
which would be a faster stimulus to the 
economy, Social Security or tax re-
bates. He testified: Social Security. So 
if we can help seniors get this through 
Social Security, better still. 

Last week, I wrote the Democratic 
and Republican leaders in the Senate 
about my concerns. I urged them to 
make seniors a priority in any stim-
ulus package we consider. I am very 
encouraged and very pleased, standing 
on the floor right now, that the Senate 
Finance Committee, chaired by our dis-
tinguished colleague from Montana, 
Senator MAX BAUCUS, has reported out 
of his committee, in bipartisanship 
fashion, a bill that would allow most 
seniors to receive a $500 rebate under 
the Finance Committee proposal. 

Social Security benefits would be consid-
ered as income for this limited purpose. Sen-
iors with at least $3,000 in Social Security in-
come, Social Security benefits, but we are 
treating it this one time as income for 2007, 
this past year, could claim the $500-per-per-
son rebate simply by filing a tax return. 

Now, of course as we know, many 
seniors do not have enough taxable in-
come to require them to file tax re-

turns. They may not have filed in years 
and they may not be familiar with the 
process. So as we go forward, should 
this proposal become law, I hope it 
does, we must do all we can to inform 
seniors about the rebates to which they 
are entitled and to help them claim 
these much-needed rebates. 

We need to call on our friends who 
are accountants, social service work-
ers, lawyers in the tax area, who can 
volunteer their time to work at senior 
centers in high-rises, work with our 
seniors to make sure seniors know they 
can do this and help them fill out this 
form so they can get this benefit. 

So many seniors desperately could 
use an extra $500. That is nearly a 
whole year of this gentleman I men-
tioned, of his mom being able to help 
her son. Her whole thing every year 
was $600. It meant the world to her and 
it was only $600. And she could not do 
this. But this $500 will make a big dif-
ference in these seniors’ lives. 

So we have to make sure no senior 
loses out on this money because of mis-
information or difficulty in navigating 
the tax forms. The solution is a strong 
step forward. I applaud the work of 
Chairman BAUCUS and the Republican 
ranking member of the Finance Com-
mittee, CHUCK GRASSLEY. 

I look forward to continuing our ef-
forts to pass an economic stimulus pro-
posal that meets the pressing needs of 
America’s seniors while accelerating 
the stimulus the economy needs. 

I will close by saying once again how 
fortunate I feel to be on the floor deliv-
ering these remarks at a time when the 
distinguished Senator, BILL NELSON, 
for those who cannot see him, of Flor-
ida, is in the Presiding Officer’s chair. 
Because again, his strength and deter-
mination on issues that affect seniors 
in Florida is renowned in this Cham-
ber, and I could not hope for a better 
audience as someone with such care 
and dedication to American seniors to 
be here. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, it has been 
a long week, and our list of accom-
plishments—on paper—are not very 
much. But, hopefully, we are headed 
toward a real good week next week. 

f 

FISA AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2007 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will resume consideration of the 
bill S. 2248. 

Pending: 
Rockefeller-Bond amendment No. 3911, in 

the nature of a substitute. 
Feingold-Dodd amendment No. 3909 (to 

amendment No. 3911), to require that certain 
records be submitted to Congress. 
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